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statements for the article. Misbranding was further alleged in the information
in that the statement, to wit, ¢ Prince’s Liniment. It is a combination of cam-
phor, wintergreen, capsicum, elc.,” borne on the circular aforesaid, regarding
the article and the ingredients and substances contained therein, was false and
misleading, in this, that it represented that said article contained wintergreen
and capsicum, whereas, in truth and in fact, said article contained no winter-
green or capsicum.

Analysis of a sample of Dr. Prince’s Tru-Vigor Nerve Tablets by the Bureaun
of Chemistry of this department showed that they consisted essentially of
strychnine and a greenish, acid resin probably from damiana.

Misbranding of the article was alleged in the information in that the state-
ments on the labels on the boxes containing, and in the circular accompanying
the article, regarding ihe therapeutic and curative effects of the article, were
false and fraudulent, in this, that the same were applied to said article know-
ingly, and in reckless and wanton disregard of their truth or falsity, so as to
represent falsely and fraudulently to purchasers thereof, and create in the
minds of purchasers thercof, the impression and belief that the article was in
whole or in part composed of, or contained, ingredients or medicinal agents
effective, among other things, as a remedy, treatment, and cure for weakness,
nervousness, loss of manhood, sleeplessness, despondency, nervous and sick
headache, and all forms of mental and physical debility, all nervous diseases,
self abuse, abuse of alcohol or tobacco, overworlk, mental or bodily exhaustion,
hysteria, impotency, abnormal discharges, diseases of the prostate gland, and
weakness or lack of energy in the generative crgans, when, in truth and in faet,
said article was not in whole or in part composed of, and did not contain ingre-
dients or medicinal agents effective, among other things, as a remedy, {reatment,
or cure, as claimed by lhe statements for the article, and that the article was
in whole or in part possessed of, or contained, ingredients or medicinal agents
effective, among other things, as a remedy, treatment, or cure for varicoeele,
loss of power, emissions, failing memory, paresis, and all evil effects arising
from indiscretions from most any cause, and effective as a preventive of in-
sanily, when, in tiuth and in fact, said article was not in whole or in part com-
posed of, and did not contain, ingredients or medicinal agents effective, among
other things, as a remedy, treatment or cure, as claimed by the statements for
the article.

On October 14, 1919, the defendant company entered a plea of nolo con-
tendere to the information, and the court imposed a fine of $25.

1. D. Barr, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

7T721. Misbranding of potatoes. U, 8. * * * vy, 120 Sacks of Potatoes.
Pefoult decree of cendexnnz_ntion and forfeiture. Product ordered
sold. (F. & D. No. 11267. I. 8. No. 7325-r. 8. No. C-1473.)

On September 23, 1919, the United States attorney for the District of Indiana,
acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the District Court
of the United States for said ditrict a libel for the condemnation and for-
feiture of 120 sacks of potatoes, consigned on or about August 9, 1919, by Reed
& Perrine, Tennent, N. J., remaining unsold in the original unbroken packages
at Terre Haute, Ind., and transported from the State of New Jersey into the
State of Indiana, in violation of the TFood and Drugs Act, as amended. The
article was labeled as follows: “ Reed & Perrine, Tennent, N. J. U. S. Grade
No. 1—150 1bs. Net—When packed.”

Misbranding of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that the
articlc was labeled and braunded as aforesaid so as to deceive and mislead the
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purchaser thereof into believing that said potatoes in each of said sacks as
aforesaid were then and there of the net weight of 150 pounds, when, in fact,
said potatoes in each of said sacks did not weigh 150 pounds net. Misbranding
of the article was alleged for the further reason that it was food in package
form, and the quantity of the contents of each of said 120 sacks was not plainly
and conspicuously marked on the outside of said sacks in terms of weight,
measure, or numerical count.

On December 26, 1919, no claimant having appeared for the property, a default
decree of condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by the
court that the product be sold by the United States marshal.

. D. Bawr, Acting Secretary of Agriculiure,

W722, Adulteration and misbranding of wheat middlings. U. 8. * * *
v. 340 Sacks of a Product Purporting to be Wheat Middlings.
Decree of condemnation and forfeiture., Produei released under
bond. (I & D. No. 12227. I, 8. No, 24639-r. S, No. C-1800.)

On March 5, 1920, the United States attorney for ihe District of Indiana,
acting upon a report by the Secrelary of Agriculture, filed in the Distriet Court
of the United States for said district a libel for the condemnation and for-
feiture of 340 sacks of a product purporting to be wheat middiings, remaining
unsold in the original unbroken packages al Rochester, Ind., consigned on or
about November 6, 1919, by Larson & Orwell, Reville, 8. D, and invoiced by
Dixon Cereal & IFPeed Co., Dixon, Ill., as consignor, and transported from the
Slate of South Daketa into the State of Indiana, and charging adulieration
and misbranding in violation of the Food and Drugs Act, as amended. The
article was invoiced as “ Wheat Middlings.”

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that re-
ground bran and ground and unground screenings had been mixed and packed
viith, and substituted in part for, wheat middlings, so as to reduce, lower, and
injuricusly affect its quality.

Misbranding of the article was alleged for the reason that the article was
an imitation of wheat middiings, cousisting in part of reground bran and
eground and unground screcnings, and had been offered for sale under the
distinctive name of wheat middlings. Misbranding of the article was alleged
for the further reason that it was food in package form, and the quantity of
the contents of said product in each of said sacks was not then and there
plainly and conspicuous’y marked on the outside of said sacks in terms of
weight or measure.

On May 13, 1920, William J. Leiter, Rochester, Ind., claimant, having con-
sented to a decree, judgmen!{ of condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and
it was ordered by the court that the product be released to the claimant upon
the payment of the costs of the proceedings and the execution of a good and
suflicient bond, in conformity with section 10 of the act.

. D. Bary, Acting Sccretary of Agriculiure.

7723, Misbranding of potateoes. U. 8 * ¥ & v, 42 packs of Potatoes.
Default deeree of condemnation and forfeiture. Produet ordered
sold. (F. & D. No. 11401. 1. 8. No. 7334-r. 8. No. C-1523.)

On October 13, 1919, the United States attorney for the District of Indiana,
acling upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the District Court
of the United States for said district a libel for the condemnation and forfeiture
of 42 sacks of potatoes, remaining unsold in the original unbroken packages at
Terre Haute, Ind., consigned on or about September 2, 1919, and received from



